The opinion in support of the decision being entered today 
is not binding precedent of the Board. 
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On May 15, 2006, the Examiner entered a Final rejection of the 
following claims: 

(a) claims 1-8, 13-22 and 27-28 under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being 
unpatentable over Breyta in view of Whewell; 

(b) claims 9-1 1 and 23-25 under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being 
unpatentable over Breyta in view of Whewell, as applied to claims 1-8, 13-22 
and 27-28 above, further in view of Lee; 

(c) claims 12 and 26 under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being unpatentable over 
Breyta in view of Whewell, further in view of Pinarbasi; and 
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(d) claim 36 under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being unpatentable over Breyta 
in view of Whewell and Hawkins. 

On July 17, 2006, Appellants filed an amendment. The Examiner 
notified Appellants in an Advisory Action mailed on August 2, 2006, that the 
amendment would be entered and that based on Appellants' amendment, 
claims 15-28 would be allowed. On October 16, 2006, Appellants filed an 
Appeal Brief. On January 12, 2007, the Examiner mailed an Examiner's 
Answer in response to Appellants' Brief. 

On page 3 of the Answer, section (9) under the heading of "Grounds 
of Rejection," the Examiner rejected claims 1-14 and 36 under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 103 as being unpatentable over Breyta in view of Whewell. It is not clear 
why the Examiner has included claims 9-12 and 36 in this rejection. 

In addition, a review of the Claims Appendix to the Brief reveals that 
Appellants have included a copy of claims 15 through 28, which have been 
allowed by the Examiner. A correct copy of the Claims Appendix is required 
with the proper status identifiers. 
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Accordingly, it is 

ORDERED that the application is remanded to the Examiner to 
resolve the following issues: 

(1) to clarify for the record the proper rejections of claims on appeal; 

(2) to notify Appellants in writing as to the proper rejection of claims 
on appeal; 

(3) to notify Appellants to submit a new Claims Appendix to the Brief 
filed on October 16, 2006; and 

(4) for such further action as may be appropriate. 
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